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Sirhan Prosecution Asserts Analysis Was ‘Cribbed’ 


I 


By DOUGLAS ROBINSON 

Special to The New York Time* 

LOS ANGELES, March 17— 
The prosecution in the murder 
trial of Sirhan B. Sirhan began 
an attempt today to discredit 
the testimony of a defense psy- 
chologist because his report on 
the mental state of the defend- 
ant contained material similar 
to that in a book published last 
year. 

David N. Fitts, an assistant 
district attorney, told the court 
this, afternoon that the report 
by Dr. Martin M. Schorr was 
cribbed or copied or variously 
changed to suit his purpose/ 
Mr. Fitts made his comment 
during a long legal wrangle 
between the prosecution a 
between the prosecution and 
the defense before Superior 
Court Judge Herbert V, Walker 
over which parts of a book by 
New York criminal psychi- 
atrist would be allowed in evi- 
dence. The jury was absent 
that Dr. Schorr based much 
during the argument. 

The prosecution contends 
of his report on material in a 
book intitled “Casebook of a 
Crime Psychiatrist” by Dr. 
James A. Brussel, former As- 
sistant Commissioner of Mental 
Hygiene of New York State. 

The defense argues that Dr. 
Schorr’s analysis was based 
solely on his own examination 
of the defendant and that only 
the words describing his condi- 
tion were the same. 


Other Similarities.Hinted 
Last week, a reader, of The 
New York Times telephoned 
the newspaper to point out that 
much of Dr. Schorr’s language 
in excerpts from his four-page 
report on Sirhan could be found 
in Dr. Brussel’s book. 

Although newsmen have 
been allowed to see only those 
few excerpts from Dr. Schorr’s 
report that have been read in 
court, there were indications 
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that the language of other pas-'evidence. 


sages in the report would also 
prove to be similar to Dr. 
Brussel’s. ’* . • 

In his testimony, Dr. Schorr 
has described Sirhan as being 
a “paranoid” with tendencies 
toward schizophrenia and hypo 
mania, a diagnosis Tie reached 
after examining the scores of 
a series of tests that measure 
personality . and emotions. 
Among them was the Rorschach 
ink blot test. 

There are a half dozen 
pages in the book, maybe more, 
with similarities,” Lynn D. 
Compton, the chief assistant 
district attorney, told newsmen 
during the afternoon recess. 
“We want to read them all 
to the jury.” 

When the trial resumed aft- 
er a two-hour lunch break, dur- 
ing which the defense had ex- 
amined Dr. Brussel’s book, the 
prosecution tried to enter the 
first 95 pages of the book into 


The defense objected to a 
good deal of narrative material 
in the work, which revolves 
around two cases, that of 
George Metesky, the' so-called 
“Mad Bomber,” and that of a 
man who killed a Queens wom- 
an in 1957. 

“We object to them [the 
prosecution] introducing any of 
the background of narrative 
sections,” newsmen were told 
by Emile Zola Berman* one of 
the defense lawyers. “On the 
psychology, we have no objec- 
tions.” 

Descriptions Likened 

“There’s no similarity to cer- 
tain cases,” Mr. Berman said, 
“but only to how they describe 
paranoia.” 

Dr. Schorr also submitted 
the four-page report, which’ he 
had distilled from an • earlier 
nine-page report in which he 
had presented a psychological 
diagnosis of why Sirhan killed 
Senator Robert F. Kennedy last 
June. 

The excerpts from this re- 
port, those read in court last 
week, contend that Sirhan 
killed Mr. Kennedy as a sub- 
stitute for his father. It is 
those excerpts, that bear a 
striking similarity to passages 
in the Brussel book. 

In today’s legal argument, 
Judge Walker ruled several 
times, in faVor of the defense, 
allowing into evidence only 
those parts of the Brussel book 
that dealt with psychological 
problems. 

But the prosecutors left no 
doubt that they hoped to intro- 
duce material in the book about 
other criminals in different cir- 
cumstances through -cross- 
examining Dr. Schorr, 

In this morning’s session, the 
jury once again listened to 
tape recordings made during 
the interrogation of Sirhan in 


the hours following his shoot- 
ing of Senator Kennedy. The 
tapes showed that although the 
defendant consistently declined 
to give his name, he engaged 
in friendly banter with his 
questioners. 

When he returned to the 
stand, after all the tapes had 
been played, Dr. Schorr agreed 
under cross-examination that 
Sirhan did “not seem” to be- 
lieve that he was being pur- 
sued by “real or imaginary 
people” or hearing “inner 
voices” during the interroga- 
tion. 

Letter Dated July 10 

The prosecution also brought 
forth a letter from Dr. Schorr 
to Russell E. Parsons, one of 
the defense attorneys, dated 
July 10, 1968,' in which the 
psychologist offered to help in 
“pre-planning the proper jury” 
in the Sirhan case and also giv- 
ing some observations on what 
might have been Sirhan’s men- 
tal state. 

At the same time, the psy- 
chologist urged that a “proper 
jury” be selected, one that was 
“tuned to the emotional needs 
of Sirhan.” . . 

The letter went on to say 
that the defAdant might have 
been in ah “abnormal or nerv- 
ous condition” that might not 
have allowed for. a “proper 
mental balance.” 

Dr. Schorr, under question- 
ing, denied that he had come 
to a conclusion about Sirhan 
before examining him and said 
the statements in the letter had 
been based on “vague and un- 
differentiated ideas” gained 
from press accounts. 

Asked what he meant by 
closing the letter with the 
phrase, “with kindest wishes 
for a hopeful outcome,” Dr. 
Schorr replied that he had been 
expressing the hope that “jus- 
tice would be served.” 


